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AMENDMENT J 



Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



In response to the Office Action mailed 03/22/05, 1 have included in this response the following: 

1 . Response to the office action, seven pages including cover page. 

2. 19 amended claims (1-10 and 15-23), including 2 independent and 17 dependent. 

3 . Certificate of Mailing. 



Certificate of mailing: 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the United States Postal 

Service with sufficient postage as first class mail in an envelope addressed to: 
Commissioner for Patents, 
P. O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 2313-1450 



Very respectfiiUy, 




Thomas C. Thompson 



(Date) 

Printed name of person signing this certificate: 
Thomas C. Tht^fin^n ^ ..^.^/y 




RESPONSE 



1. The reply iRIed om December 16, 2004 fails tto coinniply with cmirreEt ammeedmeiiiit 

practtice becaiiDse of ttlhe ffoMowDEg ommissioinis or mniatllers: The claiimiis inn the Eistieg fail to 
properly show all changes or otherwise fail to use the most recent claim copy as the 
starting basis,,.AppMcant should note that the amendment filed on December 16, 
2004 is identical to the non-compliant amendment filed Angnst 16, 2004. Applicant is 
nrged to nse the attached copy of the amendment filed on October 10, 2003 as a 
starting point to make amendments. The applicant is using the October 10, 2003 claims, 
as provided by the examiner, for the basis claims. The amended claims in this response are 
amended to the 10/10/03 claims, including the correct imderlines and strike-outs. The 
applicant has changed the font of the included claims to match the Courier font of the 
10/10/03 claims. The applicant respectfiilly requests that the examiner enter the enclosed 
amended claims. 



2. Moreover, the alphabetic delineation in claim 1 fails to properly indicate all changes 
made since items c and d do not correspond to prior versions of the claim. The 
applicant amended claim 1 by inserting new claim Ic, which was to be inserted between old 
claims lb and Ic, The Word Perfect word processing program automatically changed it to 
Ic. On the included claims, the applicant has again placed the new line between claims lb 
and Ic, but has numbered it claim le. 

3. Accordingly, since the applicant perceives that the amended claims read over the cited 
reference, the applicant submits that this application is now in full condition for allowance, 
which action applicant respectfully solicits. If the examiner agrees but does not feel that the 
present claims are technically adequate, applicant respectfiilly requests that the examiner 
write acceptable claims pursuant to MPEP 707,07(j). 




espectfiiUy, /\ 

^ ^^^^^^^^ 
Thomas C. Thompson / 

92-543 Kokole PI. 

Makaldlo, HI 96707 

808 672-3107 
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